Despite the claims made by David Lamb (1), I do not claim that the use of 'brain related criteria' for declaring death must be based on a reductionist philosophical position, nor that they presuppose a materialist theory of mind. In fact my article shows, through an argument Lamb endorses, how one can avoid having to take a reductionist stance (2 Patients' rights and publication SIR I listened to a debate on the radio recently about issues of patients' rights and so came to hear of your journal.
As a user of the mental health (and other medical) services I am concerned about the issue of patient confidentiality as I have recently become aware of the practice of reporting individuals' cases in the psychiatric/psychotherapy journals without necessarily the patient's knowledge and therefore consent.
The vast majority of people are of course unaware that this goes on, hence its continuation. The journals I have contacted only issue guidelines suggesting it is advisable to ask a patient's consent before publication, but there is no absolute obligation to do so. Merely disguising a person's name and a few usually unimportant details does not adequately safeguard privacy and in any case still abuses the right to respect with regard to information given in a situation of particular trust and expected confidentiality.
I suggest a patient's notes should be absolutely respected; sensitive information should not be used for discussion, teaching purposes, or in journals or textbooks without the expressed consent of the person. The source could even be acknowledged where appropriate.
In other words authors, ie psychiatrists and psychotherapists, should show patients the same respect they would want for themselves from colleagues.
